


PRESSURE continues to 
grow here and interna- 
tionally on the British 
Tory government for the 
release of the Birming- 
ham Six. Granada’s TV 
programme, in spite of its 
own version of ‘trial by 
media’, provided millions 
here and in Britain with 
graphic evidence of how 
the Six were framed by a 


combination of police and 
legal thuggery masquer- 


ading as justice’ in 
Thatcher’s Britain. 


But public pressure and 
international opinion may 
not be enough. The British 
ruling class knows only too 
well the damage already done 
to its judicial and legal sys- 









IN THE WAKE OF the Government decision to sell off a majority of 





tem by the release of the 
Guildford Four. The reputa- 
tion of the British police force 
is fast approaching that of the 
Stasi. Another climb down 
over the Birmingham Six 
would be an even more seri- 
ous blow to a vital weapon for 
the maintenance of class rule 
in Britain. 

That is why the Tories are 
trying desperately to play for 
time. It is on the cards that 
the latest police ‘enquiry will 
once more confirm their cro- 
nies’ original version of ev- 
ents. Even another return to 
the Court of Appeal will be as 
much an exercise in further 
stalling as an invitation to 
Lord Lane and his fellow 
judges to throw it out again. 


the huge Irish Life Assurance Corporation, bureaucrats of the 
lrish Congress of Trade Unions declared that “its traditional pol- 
icy of outright opposition to all forms of privatisation was no 
longer adequate and that in recent years this aspirational policy 
had not been applied”. It was but one more step down the road of 
class collaboration by the union misleaders, selling out the inter- 
ests of the working class to help bail out Irish capitalism. 


The southern state built upa 
large state sector precisely 
because Irish capitalism was 
unable and unwilling to carry 
out basic infrastructural 
development in the face of 
competition from _ interna- 
tional corporations. Many 
‘commercial’ enterprises were 
undertaken by the state 
alongside publicly controlled 
radio, television, posts and 
telecommunications, road and 
water services, and publicly 
financed hospitals, schools 
and a large public housing 
sector. 

Over the past decade, the 
BIM boatyards were disposed 
of, the NET fertilizer company 
was put under the control of an 
IC| consortium, and Irish 
Shipping was liquidated over- 
night at enormous cost to 
workers and the state, without 
any resistance from Attley’s 
FWUI. Coach building was 
handed over to the Canadian 
Bombardier who exhausted it 
and shut it down. State mine 
holdings were sold off to a 


Finnish corporation. Serious © 


cutbacks with a view to 
privatisation have already 
been carried out in Irish Sugar 
and the huge turf industry. 
lrish Steel is being auctioned 
at this very moment between 
German and other interna- 
tional interests. Bus transport 
and Telecom are being respec- 
tively run down or beefed up for 
privatisation. Aer Lingus is 
being curtailed while new 


routes are handed out to the 
low-wage private RyanAir 
which cashes in on the state- 
created air transport 
infrastructure; while large 
sections of public housing 
have been sold off, fuelling 
speculation in house prices. 

Nowhere was there any 
mobilisation by the union 
leaders against any of these 
developments. No wonder 
then, that the unelected 
bureaucrats of the ICTU can 
suddenly announce that the 
overwhelming position of the 
trade union movement on this 
question was—for them— 
nothing more than an empty 
“aspiration”. 


GENTLEMEN 


Given their proven unwill- 
ingness to mobilise workers, 
having trusted Fianna Fail's 
“gentlemen's agreement” not 
to privatise, they are force to 
admit the impotence of their 
own rhetoric. The sell-off of the 
hugely profitable Irish Life has 
at last burst the bubble of their 
hypocrisy. All through their 
lying propaganda campaign to 
defend the Programme for 
Economic Recovery — they 
stressed that the PNR would 
protect state-owned enter- 
prises from privatisation. 

Only days after the special 
delegate conference on the 
PNR on Feb. 8th, the carefully 
concealed plan for new 
privatisations was publicly 
admitted and the ICTU fell into 


he Six! 


Meanwhile the Six rot in 
prison. What is needed ur- 
gently is a focus for the anger 
and hatred felt by the vast 
majority of people in this 
country. The one or two dem- 
onstrations, the series of 
stunts or gimmicks publicis- 
ing the issue, have so far only 
touched the surface of it. 
Moreover, the attempt to ap- 
peal to ‘opinion’ has allowed 
every cynical opportunist 
politician of Fianna Fail, Fine 
Gael, Labour etc., who for 
years did nothing, to milk the 
issue for their own ends. It 
has dissipated rather than 
concetrated the anger. We 
need action which can exert 
real pressure. 


The Birmingham Six and 






line. Resistance to the wage 
restraint terms of the PNR 
almost carried the day at the 
special conference, despite 
the forcing of most northern 
delegates to abstain from 
voting on a_ so-called 
“southern” issue. Had the 
truth been known about 
intended privatisations, the 
PNR would have been sunk. 
That is one reason why there 
was a strong majority for 
resolutions in the large SIPTU 
public sector (No. 15) branch 
AGM, rejecting the ICTU’s 
position and opposing the 
PNR. 

The SIPTU merger allows its 
leaders to slip the knot of all 
past “policies” against 
privatisation. Members will 
have no delegate conference 
for three years to put 
resolutions calling the leaders 
of this giant trade union to 
account. And there will be no 
leadership election until 
1995. Hence the support of 
the No. 15 branch, for an IWG 
member's motion, to demand 
the holding this year of such a 





the Guildford Four were 
working class men and 
women. Yet the e has been no 
attempt to app: al directly to 
the mass of thei ‘fellow work- 
ers for action. M ore than most 
they know wha coppers and 
judges get up. .fter all they 
are the victims: “an economic 
system which needs such 
people to defen | the class of 
parasites who denefit from 
the exploitatio.. of workers 
andtheirfamili s. 


They can be t 1e force, if or- 
ganised for act: »n, including 
strike action, v hich can put 
pressure on Ha’ ghey and the 
class of foreig and native 
capitalists that 1e represents 
to force Thatiaer to back 
down. And so tc ), with all the 


delegate conference. Officials 
Browne and Hayes made it 
clear that this call may as well 
be put in the bin, along with all 
other votes by the branch 
which the leadership can get 
away with ignoring in the 
merger period. 


AGAINST PRIVATISATION 


The fight against privatis- 
ation must come from the 
trade union rank and file. 
Militants must rally workers in 


all state enterprises to 
prepare for the various forms 
of privatisation—whether 


partial sale, “de-regulation” to 
break the state monopolies, 
partnerships with private 
capital etc. It is, however, an 
important issue _ ffor all 
workers—but not for the 
reasons given by the union 
bureaucrats. 

They have criticised the 
lrish life sell-off only from the 
point of view of the “national” 
interest. For them the issue is 
not that capitalists are about 
to take publicly owned 


PuotTo To BY DEREK SPEIRS/REPORT 


other vicious forms of repres- 
sion that are used in the 
North against the anti-un- 
ionist minority in their revolt 
against the sectarian Orange 
state. The diplock courts, the 
special legislation and the 
RUC and UDR gestapocan be 
swept aside by a mass fight- 
ing campaign of workers, so- 
cialists and republicans with 
the might of industrial action 
asits key weapon of struggle. 
Sotoo, the regime of Haughey 
andcronies and the arsenal of 
collaborating repression in- 
cluding extradition which 
copperfasten the rule of capi- 
talist imperialism in the 26 
counties. 


Free the Birmingham Six! 
End Extradition! 


Scrap all repressive legis- 


lation Northand South! 
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resources into private owner- 
ship. Their anxiety is rather 
that by keeping only a minority 
state share in Irish Life the 
company will fall into “foreign” 
hands. For the same reason— 
their concern with the 
“national” interest of Irish 
capitalism—they now actively 
argue for partnerships 
between State companies and 
private capitalists. As in all of 
their brokerage with the state, 
the trade union bureaucracy 
fundamentally believes that 
workers’ interests can only be 
pursued through promoting 
capitalist development. Such 
a perspective, however, nec- 
essarily means repeatedly 
selling out the historic 
interests of the working class. 

Privatisation must be 
resisted fundamentally bec- 
ause it will strengthen and 
enrich the bourgeoisie at the 
expense of workers. Socialism 
will be impossible without 
expropriating all the major 
economic holdings of the 
bourgeoisie and putting an end 
to the power of private capital. 
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INSIDE 
Crisis facing 
Workers Party 
and CPI 


GDR for sale 
NICARAGUA 


Such an idea is increasingly 
derided by the trade union tops 
and their mouthpieces in 
Labour and the Workers’ Party 
who have seized on the 
collapse of the Stalinist 
economies as an excuse to 
give full expression to their 
own hostility to the class 
struggle. For socialists, 
however, the defence of 
nationalised property is a vital 
task on the road to socialism. 
Under capitalism such 
enterprises are, of course, not 
socialist, and the class 
struggle must continue to 
establish the workers’ veto 
within them over all decisions 
affecting ourclass. 

In day-to-day reality, 
privatisation means increased 
competition, productivity and 
redundancies. Socially, it 
frequently means imposing 
new costs on working class 
consumers and the 
disappearance of many 
services previously maintain- 
ed only because of political 
pressure on the state owners. 
In the longer term 
privatisation in this backward 
economy increases the burden 
of taxation on workers by 
disposing of the _ state's 
sources of commercial 
revenuese. 

e Build a 
movement 
unions to: 

e Force the ICTU and union 
leaders to mobilise 
workers’ action against all 
privatisations, whether 
whole or in part 

e Call the union leaders to 
account for their deception 
and collaboration with the 
Haughey-O’Malley 
coalition 

* Oppose any talks on a new 
‘PNR’. 


rank and file 
in the trade 


EDITORIAL 
Republicans 





Clutching at Straws 


“It was my opinion and the opinion of 
some other people within the movement 
that Mr Brooke was attempting to cre- 
| ate—in fact he did create—a mood ora 
feeling that this was a man who had a 
greater knowledge or understanding of 
| the situation than any previous British 
Secretary ofstate”. (Martin McGuinness, 
Hot Press). 


| Speculation has been rife within sections of 
| the bourgeois media that the Republican 
| Movementis now anxiously seeking a way out 
of its impasse in the North. No doubt the wish 
is father to the thought. But certainly state- 
ments like the one above from Martin McGuin- 
ness and other Sinn Fein leaders echoing the 
| same sentiments reveal something of the 
extent to which the movement feels itself 
under pressure to spell out more fully than 
usual the terms on whichit might be prepared 
| to call off the armed struggle and reach a 
| negotiated settlement. There are a number of 
factors behind this. 


Events in the Soviet Union and East Eu- 
rope have clearly had some effect both directly 
andindirectly. For astart not a few within the 
Republican Movement have defended these 
states as representing some kind of socialism. 
_ Thus the decision in 1988 ofthe Sinn Fein Ard 
Fheis which, however ambiguously supported 
the Jaruzelski regime against Solidarnosc. 
More importantly, the fact that Gorbachev's 
concessions to western imperialism, involv- 
ing the withdrawal or cutting back of Soviet 
material aid toanti-imperialist struggles, had 
| clearly forced many of these movements to 
| seek compromise far short of the original pro- 
claimed goals of their struggle. 


Namibia, for example, hasclearlyreacheda 
deal with South Africa in which the nationali- 
zation programme of SWAPO has been side- 
lined. The multinational mineral industry 
breathed a sigh of relief. So, too, the release of 
| Mandela and the clear signals that the ANC 
are actively seeking some formula of majority 
rule which will still leave untouched the reins 
of economic and political power in South Af- 
rica. Embarrassing, too, for the Republicans 
| was an ANC leader’s abandonment of inter- 
nationalism in describing the [RA’s struggle 
as “terrorism”—unjustified’ by political con- 
ditions in Ireland 


Coming on top of these the defeat of the 
Sandinistas, the regime which the Republi- 
can Movement saluted as a model of how they 
saw themselves achieving national liberation 
and socialism—a ‘third way’ between commu- 
nism and capitalism—has further added to 
the demoralization and sense of isolation 
within the movement. 


Itis against this background that the state- 
| ments and entreaties of Sinn Fein leaders 
have to be understood. Moreover, its recent 
Ard Fheis revealed the deep disappointment 
at the failure to make any inroads electorally 
| in the South at a time when the rival left 
reformists of the Workers Party and Labour 
| continued to gain strength. The catalogue of 
IRA mistakes, reaching an apex of stupidity 
with the killing of a young Bloody Sunday 
marcher was the culmination of despair. The 
fatal flaws in the ‘ballot box and armalite’ 
strategy, have been underlined once more 
with the recent bombings in Sion Mills and 
Castederg leaving hundreds of homesin ruins. 


But what the tenor of McGuinness’ senti- 
ments indicate more clearly than ever is that 
under such pressure the republican move- 
ment continues to drift rightwards. Certainly 
itis necessary and correct to counter the lying 





propaganda of the enemy and to take every 
opportunity to spell out political positions and 
principles but it is surely a sign of desperation 
to describe the statements of a hereditary Tory 
imbecile as evidence for a wing within the Tory 
Party far-sightedly preparing to do business 
with Sinn Fein once Thatcher has gone. No 
such wing exists. Undoubtedly many Tory 
backbenchers and their semi-racist supporters 
want out of Ireland. But ruling class strategyis 
not set out by such people. There is not the 


slightest indication after twenty years thatthe 


British ruling class seriously intend to take 


such a risk. Even less now when they sense | 


signs of republican weakness. 


Asimilar clutching at straws, too, is McGuin- 
ness’ claim that much has changed in the last 
twenty years in Britain—*The British Labour 
party has changedits position in relation tothe 
six counties—they are now stating that they 
believe that the best long term prospects for 
peace is the unification of Ireland” (Hot Press). 
Sinn Fein knows only too well that in opposi- 
tion the Labour Party thrives on saying lots of 
pious things. In government, however, it will 
once more assume its responsibility of defend- 
ing the interests of imperialism. 


The recent move by members of the Tory 
Party like Brooke are no more than a crude 
exercise aimed at sowing further divisions 
within the Republican Movement. But demor- 


alization and divisions are not the result of | 


Tory cunning. They flow from the politics of the 
republican movement and the bankruptcy of 
its strategy. 


To break out of the impasse North and South 
we do not need more diplomatic manoeuvres 


but aclear and decisive recognition that a new | 


course is necessary. 


Instead of the Republicans “urging all the 


S 











so far this year in Dublin on the 
events in Eastem Europe was 


| organised by ex-CPers, mem- 


bers of Labour Left, around a 


| speaker from the “Hungarian 


Socialist Party” which is com 
mitted to a “mixed” capitalist 
economy in Hungary. 


Labour members, Stalinists 
and trade union bureaucrats 
tumed out to welcome as a 
“renewal of socialism” the 
explicitly pro-capitalist poli- 
cies of this Hungarian profes- 
sor whose party would will 
ingly smash workers’ strikes if 
they resisted the policies of 
privatising Hungarian indus- 
tries! 


The ability of such groups to 


_ hijack the audiences on devel- 


opments in Eastern Europe can 
only be challenged by an open 
democratic campaign of soli- 
darity with East Bloc workers. 
Sadly, both SWM and Militant 
are busily announcing new lists 
of sponsors for their privately 
controlled campaign fronts 
instead of democratically draw- 
ing in real forces which can 
really build solidarity 


Abortion Information Campaign 


STUDENT LEADERS in 
Trinity College announced 
in the national newspapers 
in March that their union 


| would not be defying the 


High Court by giving out 
abortion information. 
They covered their tracks 
by assuring the public that 


_ othercollege unions would 


influential elements within the nationalist | 


community, namely the political parties in the 
26 counties, the SDLP and the Catholic Church, 
that they have aresponsibility to put pressure 
on the British government to withdraw from 
the 6 counties” (McGuinness, Hot Press) we 
need an alternative strategy, one that places 
the key to the struggle for democratic national 
rights in the organisation and mobilization of 


the anti-unionist working class North and| 


South against all aspects of repression on this 
island. 


Such a strategy must make the re-building 
of a mass movement on the streets, backed by 


strike action, its central priority. Such a strat- | 


egy, if taken up and fought for, can begin to 


weld together in an unbroken front of action, | 


workplaces and communities for a new politi- 
cal offensive. This alone can create the condi- 
tions out of which the need for armed self 
defence will grow as a burning necessity if the 
struggle is to go forward. 


Simultaneously such a strategy must be 
practically linked to an out and out battle 


against all aspects of the Thatcher/Haughey 


led offensives on the living standards of the 
Irish working class, the poor, women, youth 
etc. As a matter of principle such a strategy 
cannot hide or fudge for a second the fact that 


the overthrow of imperialism on this, island | 


cannot and will not be secured unless its goal 
is simultaneously the overthrowing of capital- 
ism. In this battle lies the only hope of winning 
sections of Protestant workers to the struggle 
for a Workers Republic. As eventsin Nicaragua 


have tragically revealed, the stageism of Sinn | 


Fein’s ‘socialism’ offers an ever narrowing cul- 


de-sac for the anti-unionist masses and the | 


Irish working class as a whole.@ 
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League for a Revolutionary Communist Intemational (LRCI) 


12 Langrishe Place, Dublin 1, Ireland. 


=a 





_ the outrageous awarding of 


continue to do so. 


Unfortunately, TCD was the 
one college which SPUC was 
actively prosecuting in which 
students voted to continue 
providing abortion informa- 
tion. For that reason, the 
decision of the TCD leaders 
was a major defeat for the 
whole struggle, and a clear 
victory for SPUC. Following 
their example, all other stu- 
dent unions, ifinjuncted, will 
use the same logic of not en- 
dangering their other services 
by standing up for democratic 
rights. 


Atalarge public meeting on 
the issue in Dublin on March 
6th the TCD student presi- 
dent angrily attacked IWG for 
criticising her Union's action. 
She claimed that abortion 
information was still being 


given out in TCD—but only 


unofficially, by individuals. 
The rest of the left let her get 
away with this transparent 
evasion of the actual struggle 
against the state. 


To avoid court injunctions 
the Union of Students in Ire- 
land sought to have their 
paper, containing abortion 
phone numbers, printed in the 


-North. On International 


Women’s Day _ students 
brought it to Dublin by train, 
attempting, in vain, todrawa 
reaction from customs offi- 
cials. It was a stunt that even 
failed to get public notice! And 
even at that, southern stu- 
dent leaders disclaimed all 
connection with the publica- 
tion while expressing their 
“support” for the action. 


Meanwhile, student leaders 
have failed to mobilise against 





OTSPROF 


THE BIGGEST public meeting 


SWM invited nobody to co- 
operate in organising solidar- 
ity for Sotsprof—one of the 
free trade union organisations 
in the USSR. They hold no 
democratic open meetings to 
which sponsors can send dele- 
gates. They publish no names 
of the committee which con- 
trols the work of fundraising, 
publicity etc. They even 
publicly lied about the exis- 
tence of any organisation 
behind the solidarity cam- 
paign. 

SWM explicitly opposed 
building a democratic solidar- 
ity campaign when this was 
put forward at the Conference 
of College Socialist Societies 
in February. When they then 
proposed that money be colt 
lected for Sotsprof nobody 
objected in principle, but when 
requested to say who was 
organising the pro-Sotsprof 
campaign in Ireland, who was 
onthe committee, and whether 
groups which sponsored it 
could have delegates involved, 
Kieran Allen flatly claimed 
there was no organisation, no 
committee! Any dimwit read- 
ing the claims in their own 


legal costs to SPUC, at stu- 
dents’ expense, for their at- 
tempt to get an injunction in 
1988. 


How TCD and SIPTU 
Sold Out 


Undoubtedly the TCD deci- 
sion has been the decisive 
surrender in the present phase 
of the struggle. January 18th 
saw a 68% pro-information 
vote in the TCD referendum, 
but at the student Assembly 
of over 300 on Ist Feb. the 
student leaders, by a tiny 
margin of about 10 votes, 
carried a decision allowing 
them discretion on whether to 
defy the courts or not. They 
made strong use of the argu- 
ment that the jobs of their 10 
employees would be in ques- 
tion if defiance led to seizure 
of their assets or closure of 
their premises. 


This pretext was made pos- 
sible by the TCD secretary of 
SIPTU which unionises these 
workers—Jack McGinley— 
who had demanded of the 
Student Union that they 
should not defy the court. He 
had not sought the approval 
of the general membership in 
TCD who supported the stu- 
dents’ pro-information cam- 
paign. An IWG trade unionist 
in the campus addressed the 
StudentAssembly and argued 
strongly for continued defi- 
ance of the courts. And two 
weeks later, at the general 
meeting of SIPTU members 
in the college he led the fight 
to have McGinley’s position 
repudiated. 


On this occasion, however, 
Labour Left members of 
SIPTU in TCD fought to de- 
lete the entire motion repudi- 
ating McGinley’s position, 
witha spurious “amendment”. 
With the help of the unelected 
SIPTU official, Bernard 
Browne, they offered to with- 
draw their “amendment” if the 
motion repudiating McGin- 
ley’s position was with- 


paper about their solidarity 
campaign knows this is not 


true. They organise the leaf- 


lets, fundraising, appeals for 
sponsorship etc. They aim to 
control the platforms for any 


speakers who may be brought | 


to Ireland! 


An open democratic cam- 


paign of solidarity with Eastern 
Bloc workers remains a vital 
task. It should be completely 
nor-exclusive—drawing in the 
forces of the SWM and Militant 
too. Delegates from all spon- 
soring bodies should control it, 
democratically deciding on who 
are genuine representatives 


who can be toured in the Irish | 


labour movement; raising 
money to finance those visits 
etc. To veto this for sectarian 
advantage is a narrow and de- 


structive approach that can > 


only fail to tap the real poten 
tial for developing solidarity 
links with workers in struggle 
in the Eastem Bloc in this cru- 
cial period. 


The IWG will continue to fight 
for this perspective. Where 


there is any possibility of bring- | 


ing to Ireland representatives 
of genuine workers’ organisa- 
tions from the Eastern Bloc, 
we shall do so on the basis of 
open invitation to labour move- 
ment and student bodies to 
sponsor and democratically 
contro! the campaign.@ 


drawn—pending talks with 
the student union. McGinley 
angrily defended his reaction- 
ary position—‘*Il never put 
principles before jobs”, but the 








Labour Lefts refused to chal- | 


lenge him in any respect. | 


Browne refused to withdraw 
McGinley demands on the 
Student Union pending the 


proposed talks. Therefore the | 


IWG member refused to with- 
draw the motion. Faced with 
the weight of the entire plat- 
form confronting the IWG 
motion, the membership voted 


to defer the whole question | 


indefinitely after an hour of 
debate. 


Thus the TCD SIPTU com- | 
mittee refused to be account- | 


able for their outrageous role 


in sabotaging one of the most — 


important political confronta- 
tions for a decade with the 
Irish state on women’s rights. 


Re-build the Fight 


The fight must go on, to 
rebuild the broadest campaign 
for defiance of the courts, de- 
fence of those who defy the 


ban on information, and to — 


force the state to repeal the 
laws which criminalise abor- 
tion information and abortion. 


To break the logjam, the first 
step must be the convening of 


a completely democratic con- | 


ference open to all groups to 
hammer out a strategy for re- 
mobilisation for a real victory. 








We call on student activists to | 


fight to force USI urgently to 
take that initiative. Refusal 
to pay SPUC’s legal costs 
should be made a focus for 
rallying new support. 


Only in that way can the 
immediate defensive issues be 


taken up witha perspective of | 


opening the road for positive 
abortion rights in Ireland. In 
that struggle we fight to raise 
the demand for free and legal 
abortion on demand as the 
only consistent basis for 
women, not the state, to con- 
trol their own fertilityl 


— 














onference of 








ver 30 students and 
other college mem- 
bers attended a day- 


long conference in TCD on 
24th Feb. which reflected 
many of the key problems 
facing the left. Its purpose 
was to set up a Federation 
of College Socialist Socie- 
ties. In Dublin, Galway, 
Cork and Derry these so- 
cialist societies already 
provide forums for united 
action on the left and for 
debate on a democratic 
basis between all political 
tendencies of the left. 


As such they can be an 
important centre for counter- 
ing the dominance of the heav- 
ily financed bourgeois parties 
and societies which dominate 
student life. Even more im- 
portantly, they can help to 
address the divisions on the 
left in a principled way and 
take real initiatives in 
struggle. 


The UCG and UCC groups 
in particular have been the 
only fighting leadership in 
their campuses on the ques- 
tion of abortion information 
rights, facing almost alone the 
tide of reaction in the local 
student union leaderships. 


The IWG has actively 
helped to build these bodies in 
colleges. They are a principled 
form of cooperation on the left 
which can initiate genuine 
united fronts around specific 
issues; and they can educate 
students in the issues of so- 
clalism in genuine debate 
between socialists of all ten- 
dencies or of none. Over the 
years [WG initiated four so- 
cialist societies—in Galway 
RTC, Limerick, Cork and 
Derry—but we know also that 
in present political conditions, 
and among a transient stu- 
dent body, they are fragile and 
easily destroyed by sectarians. 


Cynical Sectarians 


In practice, it has only been 
independent activists, Anar- 
chists, Labour members, the 
IWG, Republicans and, in one 
case, the CPI-ML, whoactively 
participate. The Workers 
Party, CP and Militant refuse 
to participate. As for the So- 
cialist Workers Movement, 
their attitude to principled 
united fronts was undisguised 
cynicism and contempt. In 
particular they demanded 
that socialist societies should 
give them access to meeting 
rooms in colleges as a right— 


ocialists in 
olleges 


even though they play no part 
whatever in them! Given the 
fragility of the tiny circles of 
the left in colleges SWM could 
very quickly find that their 
own sectarianism may help to 
destroy these societies and 
with them all guaranteed 
access to meeting facilities. 


ary conference remain, there- 
fore, a fragile gain. What’s at 
stake is the possibility of or- 
ganising real action initiatives 
among socialists nationally 
across the student movement 
and the campuses. Not least 
is the chance to pool resources 
nationally in bringing solidar- 
ity speakers and leading rep- 
resentatives of political cur- 
rents to the campuses. 


Present also at the Confer- 
ence, was the Spartacist 
League of Britain. Every left 
group in Ireland was notified 
of the conference. Groups who 
attended had the sensitivity 
to send only members who 
were active in colleges—ex- 
cept for the Spartacists. Infa- 
mous sectarians that they are, 
they flew in a delegation and 
through the agency of a TCD 
student they tried toscrap the 
agenda of the Conference in 
favour of a general propa- 
ganda forum for their own 
politics. Their proposal was 
rejected and, asnon-members 
of colleges, unconnectedin any 
way with the purpose of the 
conference, they were allowed 
only to observe, without the 
righttospeak. ™ 


That did not stop them, how- 
ever, through their sympathis- 
ers in TCD, from pursuing 
their sectarian line. They do 
not support the building of 
socialist societies but will use 
them! Their presence was for 
the same cynical reasons as 
the SWM’s! Both groups com- 
bined to sneer at the possibil- 
ity of socialist societies being 
forums for principled action— 

‘the Spartacists because such 
co-operation would tarnish 
their ultra-left maximalism: 
the SWM because they are 
interested only inaction fronts 
which they can milk exclu- 
sively for themselves. The 
goals of the struggle are a sec- 
ondary matter for them! 


Abortion Campaign 


One of the activities of the 
proposed Federation will be 
the holding of national politi- 
cal forums of debate and dis- 
cussion. It was decided to hold 


such a public forum soon on 
socialists and the national 
question in Ireland. 


On the abortion issue the 
Spartacists simply declare for 
abortion on demand as the 
“minimum position”! Fortu- 
nately both the ultra-left ab- 
stention of the Spartacists and 
the SWM’s tailing of the exist- 
ing limited struggle were seen 
tobe hollow. In the presence of 
activists who were really fight- 
ing against the tide in Cork 
and Galway, the Conference 
passed a resolution on the 
question which (a) called on 


the student unions to openly | 


defy the courts; (b) campaigns 
to have USI convene an open 
democratic conference of all 
groups on the issue; (c) fights 
to “extend the defence of abor- 
tion information rights into a 
struggle for positive abortion 
rights, to force the state to 
repeal the laws and 


constitutional provisions | 
and sneezes. 


which deny such rights, to de- 
criminalise abortion and to 
provide for free and legal 
abortion on demand”. We can 
be certain, however, that nei- 
ther SWM northe Spartacists 
will lift a finger to actually do 
anything about this decision! 


Solidarity With East 
Bloc Workers 


SWM and the Spartacists 


combined their sectarian | 


forces to narrowly defeat an- 
other motion at the confer- 
ence which sought to initiate 


the building in Ireland of a| 


campaign for solidarity with 
workers in the Eastern Bloc 
countries, to tour representa- 
tives of workers in struggle 
and to promote debate; seek- 
ing to affiliate labour move- 
ment groupson an open demo- 
cratic basis of control by dele- 
gates from all groupsinvolved. 


For the Spartacists such a 
campaign was impermissible 
because it might give plat- 
forms to speakers whose poli- 
tics they did not share! For 
the SWM the problem is that 
the campaign would be open 
and democratic, accountable 
to delegates from sponsoring 
organisations. This would 
conflict with their attempt to 
use the name of the Soviet 
free trade unionists Sotsprof 
to give themselves exclusive 
sectarian control in Ireland of 


political solidarity with East- - 
ern Bloc workers—at the 
expense of involving broader | 


forces in any living way! (See 
report on opposite page.) 


Labour clubs, socialist 
groups or interested individu- 
als not yet involved should 
contact the secretary, Brian 
Donovan, Federation of Col- 
lege Socialist Societies, c/o 
TCD Socialist Society, The 
Atrium, Trinity College, Dub- 
lin 2.8 





Victory for Lesbians 


and Gays at UCD 


THE SUSTAINED fight to get of- 
ficial recognition from Univer- 
sity College Dublin for its Gay 
and Lesbian society scored a 
victory in early March. Gaining 
recognition from the Academic 
Council means that the Soci- 
ety will now be funded fromthe 
central clubs and societies 
fund. The Society adds the 
present victory to a proud rec- 
ord of defending Gays and 
Lesbians in UCD. 


The TCD Gay and Lesbian 
society,on the other hand,won 
recognition as far back as 
1974. Recognition was won in 
Cork in 1989. The UCD victory 
should embolden its members 
to reach out a helping hand to 
Maynooth College, whose Gay 
and Lesbian society has been 
refused recognition every year 
since it was set up in 1987. 


In addition,the recognised 


Gay and Lesbian societies 
should now set about organis- 
ing an all-lreland conference of 
Gay and Lesbian societies and 


should seek USI/NUS sponsor- | 


ship for this. 


In this way these societies 
can reach out and persuade 
lesbian and gay students and 


staff in other campuses to start | 


up societies and begin the fight 
for recognition. 





he results of a recent 
social survey shows 
widespread ignorance 
about AIDS in Southern 
Ireland. One third of the 
sample believed that AIDS 
could be transmitted 
through swimming pools, 
shared cutlery and coughs 


Among the least informed 
were unemployed and un- 
skilled workers and small 


farmers. This state of igno- 


rance is no accident. Itis per- 
petuated by the control of the 
Catholic Church of education. 


But the rapid spread of the 
AIDS epidemic in Ireland has 
made thisignorance a life and 
death issue. In response. to 
this the teachers unions have 
been pushing for an AIDS 
education programme for 
several years now. The De- 
partment of Education has 
been pushed to launch a pilot 
AIDS education programme 
in 20 schools this year. This 
programme consists of 6 forty 
minute lessons aimed at the 
14-18 age group. It has many 
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positive features but still bows 
to Church insistence that 
abstinence is the best anti- 
dote to AIDS and that young 
unmarried people who have 
had sex should be encouraged 
to stop. 


But, the AIDS epidemic, 
here and worldwide, has 
forced the Bishops to retreat 
from their totally reactionary 
and literally murderous posi- 
tion of condemning and pre- 
venting the advocacy of the 
use of condoms in AIDS edu- 
cation. 


Though the Catholic bish- 
ops could no longer answer 
the argument that by banning 
information on the use of 
condoms in the vast majority 
of schools in the South they 
would have to share responsi- 
bility for deaths from AIDS, 
they are still firmly commit- 
ted to use their powerin South- 
ern schools to keep youth in 
thrall to lethal ignorance. 
Bishop Duffy made it plain 
that the hierarchy were only 
accepting advocacy of the use 
of condoms as anecessary evil. 


Programme 


Smt 














Trade Union and student 
activists should not be ledinto 
complacency because the 
Catholic Hierarchy will no 
longer ban the advocacy of 
condomsin “their”’schools. The 
bishops will fight a rearguard 
battle to limit this informa- 
tion in every way. They will 
use the argument of the need 
to preserve the Catholic ethos 
of the school, which parents 
are supposed to desire, in order 
to mobilise Family Solidarity 
and reactionary forces in the 
Catholic Secondary School 
Parents Association. Militants 
must prepare to fight this. 


The Department of Educa- 
tion intends to generalise the 
Aids Education Programme 
nextAutumn. Militants must, 
therefore, fight tosee thatitis 
implemented in every second 
level school without exception, 
despite its limits. At the same 
time they should begin a fight 
to generalise it into a scien- 
tific secular sex education 
programme. 


Soldiers Rights 


THERE IS much unrest among 
soldiers of the Irish Republic's 
army due to theirvery low wages 
and very poor conditions of 
service. There is, furthermore, 
no right for soldiers to organise 
or speak out. This eventually 
led to the formation of the Na- 
tional Army Spouses Associa- 


| tion (NASA) in 1988. It devel- 


oped into a mass campaign of 
primarily working class women 
who brought pressure on the 
Minister for Justice. 


However the failure of NASA 
to win its demands forced the 
rank and file to organise an 


| unofficial union themselves— 


Permanent Defence Forces 
Other Ranks Representative 
Association—(PDFORRA) to 
represent their members on pay 
and related matters, such as 
welfare, medical facilities, fam- 


ily support systems, recreational 
facilities etc. 


PDFORRA togetherwith NASA 
forced the govemment to bring 
in its Defence Amendment Bill 
to establish an organisation so 
that the rank and file of the army 
will have a representative voice 
on pay, allowances, pensions 
and other matters as well as 
system of conciliation and arbi- 
tration. 


While we welcome the initia- 
tive of rank and file soldiers to 
set up the unofficial union 
PDFORRA we oppose the gov- 
ernment’s bill. We oppose the 
limits ofthe bill. While we do not 
advocate better wages orcondi- 
tions for the Irish army or the 
police of the capitalist state, we 
do support the struggles of 
soldiers, where these bringthem 


into progressive conflicts with 
the capitalist state. 


It is therefore essential that 
workérs must fight to help or- 
ganise the soldiers against the 
authority, privileges of the offi- 
cer caste, and to support their 
independent struggles on legiti- 
mate grievances. 


Only on such a basis can we 
hope to undermine the repres- 
sive role of the armed forces 
and win the soldiers to solidar- 
ise with the working class, by for 
example refusing to break 
strikes orattack demonstrations 
and pickets and by refusing to 
mistreat prisoners. Therefore we 
demand the right of rank and 
file soldiers to organise unions 
with the right to strike, full free- 
dom of speech and to join politi- 
cal organisations.@ 
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he mortalcrisis of Stal- 

inism continues. The 

decision last month by 
the Italian CP—the world’s 
largest outside ofthe East- 
ern Bloc—to abandon its 
name underlined the ex- 
tent of the disintegration 
internationally following 
the collapse ofthe Eastern 
European regimes. Irish 
Stalinism too is gripped by 
the crisis, with a special 
conference to debate the 
future of the Communist 


Party of Ireland (CPI). 


From the pages of its recent 
publications leading hacks 
have embarked upon a public 
display of hand wringing over 
what they now described as 
the mistakes and follies of 
“doctrinaire socialism”. 

It is indeed ironic that the 
Communist Party of Ire- 
land, which has consis- 
tently struggled for a 
democratic solution to the 
problems that exist on this 
island failed to see the lack 
of democracy in the social- 
ist countries. Indeed, we 
including this writer, of- 
ten blindly sought to rub- 
bish justifiable criticism of 
our comrades in the social- 
ist world. (Editorial, Irish 
Socialist Review, No. I, 
1990). 


It is the vilest hypocrisy. 
The history of the CPI is a 
record of the most slavish and 
mindless adherence to every 
twist and turn of Moscow’s 
party line down the years. It 
is, too, a shameful record of 
fanatical and vicious portrayal 
of the left critics of Stalinism 
as part of a counter revolu- 
tionary plot to overthrow 
“socialism”. 


Defending Stalin 


In the early 1930s when 
Trotsky and his followers first 
brought to light evidence of 
the terror, the labour camps 
and the famine, the CPI faith- 
fully and dutifully carried 
article after article branding 
this as lies and extolled in the 
most lyrical terms the virtues 
and successes of ‘socialism in 
one country’. The Soviet Un- 
ion, it declared, was a haven 
of prosperity and boundless 
happiness for the Soviet 
masses under the benign lead- 
ership of Stalin in history’s 
first socialist state. 

éé The profound 
examination of all aspects 
of life in the countries of 
Eastern Europe...is 
nowhere more clearly 
shown than in the trials 
arising form the Poznan 
riots. The prosecution 
made clear that charges 
were not being brought 
against workers for going 
on strike but only against 
those accused of criminal 


acts... FF 


(Irish Workers Voice, 
November 1956). 


A good example is an article 
in the Irish Workers Voice, 
paper of the Revolutionary 
Workers Group, precursor to 
the present CPI. Under the 
heading “Control of the Soviet 
Union is in the hands of the 
workers and small farmers” it 
read: 


A smashing answer to 
those asserting that the 
Soviet Union is nota work- 
ers republicand who draw 
fantastic and deliberately 
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lying pictures of the masses 
of the USSR starving and 
groaning under the tyr- 
anny of a minority, has 
been provided by a delega- 
tion from Dublin Trades 
Council. (Irish Workers 
Voice, December 1932) 


There follows a glowing 
description of what is now 
common knowledge to have 
been carefully staged visits, 
the stage armies of picked 
workers offering rosy accounts 
of their lives under the mind- 
ful protection of Stalin. 


An earlier edition of Octo- 
ber 1932 has this to say of the 
plight of the national minori- 
ties in the Soviet Union: 

And on theother hand there 
are things about the Soviet 
Union that no press hack 
can hide or distort—the 
prison house of nationali- 
ties has been swept away, a 
once backward empire has 
become a union of free 
republics. (Irish Workers 
Voice, October 1932). 


This was the year when the 
Ukraine was bled white 
through Stalin’s monstrous 
forced industrialization pol- 
icy and when forced collectivi- 
zation created famine with 
three million dying in the 
countryside. i 


Throughout the ’30s the 
Stalinists of the CPI waxed 
lyrical: And the hunger and 
starvation? Jane Prendergast 
of the CPI assured her read- 
ers: 

I saw plenty of food in the 
Soviet Ukraine: ...in place 
of famine and starvation I 
saw men with happy minds 
and healthy bodies... [saw 
queues in Kharkov—not 
bread queues—but people 
trying to buy papers and 
books. Later when I inter- 
viewed government lead- 
ers of the region they in- 
formed me that though in 
1934 they had experienced 
the worst drought for 30 
years, they had reaped a 
larger harvest than in the 
bountiful year of 1933. 
(Irish Workers Voice, July 
1935). 


These sentiments echo the 
sycophantic drivel of the 
Webbs, Fabian luminaries 
from Britain, only too eager to 
paint the monstrously swol- 
len bureaucratic apparatus of 
Stalin as the perfect fulfilment 
of their own Fabian state plan- 
ning fantasies. The CPI car- 
ried one such account: 


How is it that the Soviet 
Union has so successfully 
abolished mass unemploy- 
ment, what causes the 
rapid increase in the 
availability of books, the 
growth of theatres and 
concert halls invariably 
thronged, the avenues 
which are perpetually 
crowded with holiday 
makers, the sale of popu- 
lar luxuries to go on ex- 
panding by leaps and 
bounds, at the same time 
as the peoples’ bank bal- 









ances grow to astronomi- 
cal figures. (Irish Workers 
Voice, March 1936). 


Throughout the *30s when 
Irish Stalinists were peddling 
this nauseating pabulum 
countless millions of men and 
women were perishing either 
in the famines or in the slave 
camps or in the nightmare of 
the terror when summary 
execution on the flimsiest 
pretext was widespread. This 
was the reality behind the 
pictures of smiling children 
and happy peasants looking 
out from the pages of the CPI 
press. So too did the CPI lead- 
ers join in the chorus of rap- 
ture supporting Stalin’s legal 
murder of thousands of the 
old Bolsheviks and tens of 
thousands of their support- 
ers—branded as enemies in 
league with Hitler, imperial- 
ism and of course, Trotsky. 


Stalin-Hitler Pact 
Nor did the blind and ob- 


scene defence of Stalin’s 
crimes stop here. His foreign 
policy was enthusiastically 





supported in the pages of the 
CPI press. From 1934 onwards 
Stalin had issued orders for 
the building of popular fronts 
with all those declaring for 
peace against fascism. This 
meant seeking open alliance 
with sections of the imperial 
bourgeoisie in return for the 
abandonment of the class 
struggle. 


In France this strategy led 
to disaster. In Spain the policy 
was even more tragic with the 
struggle of the workers and 
peasants deliberately re- 
stricted by Stalin’s agents to 
preserving private property 
and bourgeois rule. Yet while 
the so-called anti-fascist, 
democratic imperialists of 
France, Britain and the USA 
cynically stood by and watched 
German and Italian support 
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for Franco’s murderous cam- 
paign, Stalin continued to 
search for an alliance with 
them against Hitler. 


The CPI leader, Sean Mur- 
rary, wrote “Nazis can never 
be our allies”. But when in 
1939 Stalin signed his infa- 
mous pact with Hitler the CPI 
was compelled to explain the 
somersault. An alliance with 
Hitler was now a victory for 
socialism and peace over fas- 
cism! 

The simultaneous an- 
nouncement in Moscow 
and Berlin states that a 
non aggression pact has 
been negotiated between 
the governments of Ger- 
many and the Soviet Un- 
ion. The conclusion of such 
a pact would be a victory 
for Soviet policy over the 
so-called anti-communist 
Axis (Germany and Italy). 
...@ pact of non aggression 
will represent a defeat for 
Hitler’s anti-Soviet policy. 
...Government reports 
there are claiming that the 
Soviet Union has changed 
its policy, is guilty of du- 


plicity and has joined 
forces with the Nazis. This 
is the customary pro-fas- 
cist propaganda of big 
business. ...The Soviet 
peace pact is a victory for 
the Soviet Union and the 
world over Hitler and the 
fascists and their friends 
in England and France. 
(Irish Workers Weekly, 
August 1939). 


And later: 


The fascist countries are 
talking for peace, entering 
non aggression pacts with 
the Soviet Union and dis- 
carding their anti-commu- 
nist war cries. (Irish Work- 
ers Weekly, October, 1939). 


With the invasion of the 


Soviet Union by Hitlerin 1940 
Irish Stalinists once again 


resorted to the pro-democracy 
position of the 30s and glori- 
fied the war against Hitler as 
an anti-fascist peoples war— 
sabotaging strikes by work- 
ers in the profiteering war in- 
dustries. 

In 1956 after Stalin’s death 
and the-secret congress of the 


CPSU which admitted some- 
thing of the grim reality of his 


44 How is it that the 
Soviet Union has so 
successfully abolished 
mass unemployment, what 
causes the rapid increase 
in the availability of 
books, the growth of 
theatres and concert halls 
invariably thronged, the 
avenues which are 
perpetually crowded with 
holiday makers, the sale 
of popular luxuries to go 
on expanding by leaps and 
bounds, at the same time 
as the peoples’ bank 
balances grow to 
astronomical figures. 99 
(Irish Workers Voice, 
March 1936). 


rule the CPI leadership, too, 
became wise after the event. 
In an article by Michael O’Ri- 
ordain—‘Stalin’s Re-evalu- 
ation”—he concluded: 


The reaction of our Irish 
papers tothe great plans of 
future construction of the 
socialist order in the So- 
viet Union has just been to 


ignore them. In sharp con- 
trast to this considerable 
space was devoted in their 
papers to the cult of the 
individual and to the very 
shape criticism of J.V. 
Stalin. 

However, contrary to some 
lying reports... there was 
no question of the repudia- 
tion of Stalin. His huge 
contribution to socialism 
was unquestioned., but 
there was a severe re-evalu- 
ation of his historical role. 
... First ofall the cult ofthe 
individual was _ con- 
demned. Most serious of 
all in pursuing an incor- 
rect policy intensifying the 
struggle against the dan- 
gers of counter revolution 
at certain time he relies too 
much on the security po- 


lice, rather than on the 
people and the party. ...It 
is good that past injustices 
are being acknowledged 
and corrected as far as 
humanely possible. (Irish 
Workers Voice, May 1956). 


Not a whisper of any self 
criticism even then for two 
decades of lying about Stalin’s 
terror, succouring his crimes 
and persecuting as an enemy 
of socialism anyone open- 
minded enough to point out 
the obvious. 


Of course, nothing signifi- 
cant had changed either 
within the CPSU or the CPI. 
For when the workers of Po- 
land revolted and struck in 
Poznan later in the same year 
the CPI with revolting hypoc- 
risy declared: 


The profound examination 
of all aspects of life in the 
countries of Eastern Eu- 
rope which has been going 
on since the twentieth con- 
gress of the Soviet CP is 
nowhere more clearly 
shown than in the trials 
arising form the Poznan 
riots. The prosecution 
made clear that charges 
were not being brought 
against workers for going 
on strike but only against 
those accused of criminal 
acts...(Irish Workers Voice, 
November / December 
1956). 


Again the same obscene 
double-think reminiscent of 
the treason trials of the ’30s! 
And when the Soviet army 
invaded Hungary in Novem- 
ber 1956 to drown in blood the 
workers revolution, [rish Sta- 
linists like their British 
counterparts enthusiastically 
defended the butchery of the 
Hungarian working class. In 
Britain many resigned from 
the CP, some going over to 
Trotskyism. But there was no 
such principled break from 
Irish Stalinism! 

The present leadership of 
the CPI defend the USSR’s 
crushing of the Prague Spring 
of 1968. And they supported 
Jaruzelski’s military coup 
against the Polish workers in 
1981-82. 


The suppression of the 
counter revolution in Po- 
land has brought the pre- 
dictably—and indeed rit- 
ual—scream of outrage 
from the media and other 
institutions of reactionary 
propaganda. ... The 
Trotskyists and Social 
Democrats have played 
their normal role: trying to 
confuse workers as to the 
real character of Solidar- 
nosc and distorting what 
was at stake in Poland.... 
We present here our analy- 
sis of what was at stake 
and why the emergency 
measures must be greeted 
with relief as offering a 
hope of a relatively peace- 
ful overcoming of the 
counter revolution in Po- 
land. ... Imperialism tried 
in Hungary in 1956 ...It 
tried again in Czechoslo- 
vakia in 1968... and this 
time it has tried in Poland, 
once more using Polish na- 
tionalism in an effort to 
subvert socialism. (Irish 
Socialist, January 1982). 


We have nodoubt that those 
in today’s CPI whocontinue to 
describe the butchers 
Hoenecker, Ceaucescu, Kadar 
and Husak, despite all the 
evidence of their crimes as “our 
comrades in the socialist 
world” deserve to be branded 
with infamy.@ 
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he West German bour- 
geoisie is still celebrat- 
ing the results of the 
19th March elections inthe 
East. Their chosen vehicle, 
the Alliance for Germany, 
swept to a clear victory 
with 48% of the vote. The 
Social Democratsreceived 
only 22% while the Party 
of Democratic Socialism 
(PDS)—the former ruling 
Stalinist party—con- 
founded western expecta- 
tions and polled 16%. 


One factor determined the 
outcome of these elections— 
the desire for unification with 
the Federal Republic. While 
both the Christian Democrats 
and Social Democrats in the 
West poured money and re- 
sources into supporting their 
parties, it was the unequivo- 
cal promise of immediate 
unification and a flood of 
deutschmarks, within 
months, whichswung the East 
Germans behind Chancellor 
Kohl’s sister party, the CDU, 
and its right-wing bloc, the 
‘Alliance for Germany’. 


Above all, it was the man- 
ual workers, especially in the 
south, who voted heavily in 
favour of the Alliance. ‘Be- 
tween 55% and 60% voted this 
way. The industrial areas of 
the south were the most eco- 
nomically disadvantaged 
under the Ulbricht-Honecker 
dictatorship. The relative and 
deliberate impoverishment of 
Dresden and Leipzig by com- 
parison with Berlin discred- 
ited all the parties of the left. 
The traditional elites of the 
GDR, the intelligentsia and 
white collar workers, in con- 
trast, largely voted for the 
PDS, believing this party 
would maintain their privi- 
leges and protect their jobs. 
Only 33% of this sector voted 
for the Alliance. 


East German workers stampeded 
for unification and voted for parties 
which can bring it the soonest. Just 


back from the GDR, Michael Kaien of 


Arbeiter Standpunkt (Austria) and 
Richard Brenner of Workers Power 
(Britain) look at how the left fared. 


The Social Democrats 
managed to snatch defeat from 
the jaws of victory. Earlier this 
year they seemed in a com- 
manding position, but their 
leader in the FRG, Oscar 
Lafontaine, played on chau- 
vinist in the west resentment 
at the “privileged treatment” 
of East German refugees, 
whilst in the East they cam- 
paigned on a platform of “yes 
tocapitalistreunification, but 
slowly”. This was hardly likely 
to outbid Kohl or reassure 
those who feared for the con- 
sequences of unification. The 
PDS did pick up more support 
than had at first been ex- 
pected. Undoubtedly this was 
the result of relating to the 
genuine fears of many in the 
GDR about whatreunification 
and capitalism would mean, 
namely unemployment rising 
from 70,000 to two million by 
1991: homelessness, inflation, 
massive rent increases and 
huge cuts in subsidised facili- 
ties like nurseries. 


What did the results mean 
for the plans of German capi- 
talism? On the immediate 
agenda is monetary and eco- 
nomic union. This would en- 
tail the Bundesbank taking 
effective charge of the bank- 
ing system in the East. Kohl 
wants this to happen by July. 
The path towards capitalism 
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involves purging the state 
apparatus of any “unreliable” 
elements from its Stalinist 
days who might try and block 
or delay this process. It also 
means an army and police 
force committed to defending 
this project and reliable 
enough toenforce it. Once this 
isachieved, bourgeois counter- 
revolution will have been 
completed. 


The bourgeois state will 
then proceed to dismantle the 
remaining proletarian prop- 
erty forms—the state monop- 
oly of foreign trade and the 
central planning apparatus. 
After this, private property 
can be restored through pri- 
vatisations, worker-manage- 
ment buyouts and the setting 
up of joint companies with 
imperialist capital. In the 
GDR it will not take long, with 
a bourgeoisie already in place 
next-door, to put private prop- 
erty in the means of produc- 
tion in a commanding posi- 
tion in the economv. 

The pace of reunification 
and restoration may be re- 
tarded by international fac- 
tors. Germany holds a strate- 
gic position at the heart of the 
NATO alliance. It is therefore 
essential to reach an agree- 
ment between the imperialist 
powers and the Soviet Union 
on the precise terms of unifi- 
cation. Kohl clearly sees this 
as a slightly longer term proc- 
ess coming out of the “Four 
Plus Two” talks (USA, USSR, 
Britain and France, plus the 
two Germanies). The Soviet 
Union is in too weak a posi- 
tion to insist that Germany 
pull out of NATO, and it will 
probably compromise on this 
if the price is right, which 
would include a provision for 
loans from Germany. The 
imperialists themselves have 
expressed a willingness to 
allow Soviet troops to remain 
in the East for a period, and 
they clearly see them asa force 
for “stability”, thatisa force to 
prevent any local opposition 
to capitalist restoration in 
Eastern Europe generally. 


Berufsverbot 


The West German imperi- 
alists still have a few hurdles 
to clear, however, before they 
achieve success. They need to 
ensure a two-thirds majority 
in parliament to push through 
the constitutional changes in 


the GDR. 


They want to use article 23 
of the West German constitu- 
tion todirectly absorbthe GDR 
into the Federation. If this 
happens it will deprive seven 
of the smaller parties of their 
34 seats won under East Ger- 
man election law. It will also 
extend to the East the notori- 
ous anti-left measures like the 
Berufsverbot under which 





leftists can be sacked at will 
from public sector jobs. 


The Social Democrats at the 
moment say they are against 
this, preferring to use a differ- 
ent article to debate a new 
constitution. But how long 
they will stick to this is an- 
other question. They have 
already gone a long way to- 
wards negotiating the basis 
for a coalition government in 
Berlin with the main Alliance 
party, the Christian Demo- 
cratic Union. At the same time 
they rule out any co-operation 
with the PDS. As the two larg- 
est parties, acoalition of CDU 
and SPD would guarantee the 
two thirds majority in the 
Volkskammer necessary to 
push through constitutional 
changes for rapid re-unifica- 
tion. 


Despite this anti-PDS 
stance, it would be wrong to 
imagine, as many in the GDR 
still do, that the PDS is com- 
mitted to defending national- 
ised property and opposed to 
capitalist restoration. Modrow 
and other PDS leaders have 
accepted unification on acapi- 
talist basis, a process which 
will involve the privatisation 
of the huge state enterprises. 
But the PDS wants to slow the 
reunification process down, to 
allowit to negotiate with Bonn 
on behalf of its real base—the 
old bureaucratic layer of in- 
dustrial and state officialdom. 
The PDS aims only to pre- 
serve the privileges of the 
bureaucracy, but now as jun- 


ior partners to the West Ger- 


man ruling class. 


Who owns the GDR? 


Clearly the East German 
workers face a number of at- 
tacks on their newly won 
rights. For all his promises, 
Kohl will not be able to pre- 
vent the massive disruptions 
ofunemployment, layoffs, and 
rising prices of food, transport 
andrents which will come with 
the restoration of capitalism. 
Already some East Berliners 
have had a taste of the free 
market, with West Germans 
arriving and introducing 
themselves as their new land- 
lords on the basis that their 
property had been expropri- 
ated after 1945. More than a 
million West Germans may 
have such claims! 


Christian Democrats are 
working on the ownership 
problem on the basis that state 
industry in East Germany, 
land and household property 
should be “restored to the 
rightful owners”. Bonn may 
be prepared to draw the line 
at 1949 as expropriations 
before then were carried out, 
much of it for reparations, by 
the USSR as occupying power. 
(The elimination of capital- 
ism by the new state of the 
GDR was not carried out until 
1949-51 after Stalin’s attempt 
to create a neutral capitalist 
zone in Eastern Europe had 
proven impossible.) 


Action Programme 


The war has not been lost, 
only the first battle. A con- 
scious revolutionary minority 
needs to rally the advanced 
militants as it becomes in- 
creasingly clear what restora- 
tion means in practice. We 
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A Ibrahim Bohme, SPD leader: campaigned for capitalist 


reunification, but slowly. 


must demand that the SPD 
and the PDS have no truck 
with any Alliance-led govern- 
ment. The SPD must break off 
all talks with the Alliance. 
They must be forced to use 
their votes in Parliament to 
block any change in the con- 
stitution which aids restora- 
tion and any other measures 
directed against the workers. 
They must table pro-working 
class legislation in the cur- 
rent parliament and dare the 
Alliance to oppose itin front of 
the workers who voted for 
them. 


The workers themselves 
must be mobilised to struggle 
against every attack on their 
living standards or their secu- 
rity of employment. The dem- 
onstrations must be restarted, 
this time against any attempt 
to make the workers pay for 
the bosses’ plans. A revolu- 
tionary party must be forged 
which not only struggles 
against the restoration of 
capitalism but against the 
legacy of police state Stalin- 
ism that has so discredited 
the name of socialism in the 
eyes of the workers. 


Left at the Margins 


The forces of the left that 
had in some way consciously 
opposed the restoration of 
capitalism in the GDR were 
completely marginalised in 
the elections. The main left 
alternative to the PDS was 
the United Left. This bloc of 
social democrats, Gorbache- 
vites, Anarchists, Christian 
Socialists and centrists drew 
support from sections of the 
intelligentsia and gained 
20,000 votes and one member 
in the Volkskammer, the East 
German parliament. 


But the GDR workers’ first 
contact with proponents of 
‘Trotskyism’ at the ballot box 


_ was, unfortunately, the newly 


formed Spartakist Workers’ 
Party of Germany (SPAD). 
They ran an energetic cam- 
paign, distributing thousands 
of leaflets, especially in Ber- 
lin. But despite the grossly 
inflated claims and self-ag- 
grandisement of the Spart- 
acists regarding the level of 


support they have built up 


since November, the workers 
of the GDR were clearly un- 
impressed with their heavily 
stalinised version. of 
Trotskyism. The Spartacists 
received a mere 2,600 votes, 
or 0.02%. 


Posing as “defenders of the 
planned property relations’, 
Spartacist public speakers 
utterly ignored the 40 years of 
privilege, theft and counter- 
revolutionary tyranny that 
Stalinism has meant for the 
workers of the GDR. To the 
SPAD, Stalinist control of the 
existing apparatus was non- 
existent since January. Con- 
veniently, therefore, it need 
not be overthrown by the 
working class. So, attacks on 
former and existing members 
of the hated Stasi secret po- 
lice are described by the Spart- 
acists as “witch hunts”. Para- 
lysed by the dangers of capi- 
talist counter-revolution, they 
suspendall practical] demands 
for workers revolution against 
the bureaucracy. 


Absurdly, the SPAD claims 
that Soviet troops are “the only 
force defending the GDR”. But 
how? And what are they de- 
fending? Spartacist public 
meetings carefully avoided 
any mention of British, French 
and West German imperialist 
support for the continued 
presence of Soviet troops, even 
following the unification “until 
the position has been stabi- 
lised”. 


The SPAD has been builtin 
an utterly opportunist fash- 
ion, consciously blurring the 
distiriction between Stalinism 
and Trotskyism, adapting to 
the Stalinist reformist ideol- 
ogy prevalent on the left in 
the GDR, and abandoning 
Trotsky’s programme of po- 
litical revolution. As the 
LRCI’s comrades in the GDR 
have warned honest SPAD 
members, their party is built 
on sand. SPAD militants 
committed to the ideas of 
Trotskyism should salvage 
what they can before their 
fragile party collapses com- 
pletely. The LRCI offers them 
the perspectives and method 
which can build a genuinely 
revolutionary Trotskyist lead- 
ershipin the historic struggles 
which lie ahead.@ 
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he victory of Violeta 

Chamorro inthe Nica- 

raguan elections is a 
triump for US imperial- 
ism which poured millions 
into supporting the anti- 
Sandinista coalition, the 
National Opposition Union 
(UNO). Just over ten years 
ago the the FSLN 
(Sandinistas) earned the 
undying hatred of Wash- 
ington and the overwhelm- 
ing support of the Nicara- 
guan masses for their revo- 
lution against the Somoza 
dictatorship. 


Reagan cut off all aid to this 
tiny country in 1981. In 1982 
he began to finance the ‘Con- 
tra’ gang of pro-Somoza mur- 
derers, still armed tothe teeth 
today, and plunged the coun- 
try into a war that cost it 
30,000 lives and $12 billion. 
To ensure that this war would 
destabilise the Sandinista 
regime, in 1985 the US 
launched an economic block- 
ade that helped turn Nicara- 
gua into the poorest country 
in the western hemisphere. 


Few countries as small as 
Nicaragua, its population only 
three million, have had to face 
such a sustained assault by 
the world’s most powerful 
imperialist power. Certainly 
the US offensive, backed up 
by a sustained propaganda 
barrage directed against the 
regime, caused war weariness 
amongst the masses. Deser- 
tions from the Sandinista 
camp were the inevitable re- 
sult of this. 


But this is not the only 
reason why Daniel Ortega and 
his FSLN government were 
defeated in the polls. The fall 
in support of the Sandinistas 
was, to a considerable extent, 
a direct consequence of the 
regime established in 1979 
and the policies it has pur- 
suedever since, especially over 
the last two years. These poli- 
cies were designed to make 
the workers and peasants pay 
for the country’s economic 
crisis. 


The Junta 


Arising out of the mass 
insurrection against Somoza 
and the creation of a dual 
power situation, a popular 
front government ofthe FSLN 
and the anti-Somoza bourgeol- 
sie came to power in 1979. 
The five members of this 
Government, The Junta of 
National Reconstruction, in- 
cluded Daniel Ortega for the 
FSLN, the industrialist Al- 
phonso Robelo and Violeta de 
Chamorro, widow of the mur- 
dered editor of La Prensa. 


The 18 person Cabinet 
named shortly afterwards was 
composed of predominantly 
bourgeois figures. The new 
Junta was endorsed by the 
biggest of the Nicaraguan 
employers associations. The 
Constituent Assembly, which 
had been part of the FSLN’s 
programme, disappeared in 
favour of a 33 person ‘Council 
of State’, which was to repre- 
sent « all political, economic 
and social forces who have 
contributed to the overthrow 
of the Somoza dictatorship”. 
This plan gave bourgeois or- 
ganisations a clear majority. 
The Juntaagreed totherights 
of private property, apart from 
that belonging to Somoza 
which was expropriated. 


But it was no ‘normal’ bour- 
geois government. The bour- 
geoisie’s lack of control over 


its armed forces, the existence. 


of armed militias, the inabil- 
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ity to impose discipline in the 
factories and mills all pointed 
to the deep—and to the bour- 
geoisie frightening—duality of 
power in the state. In these 
circumstances it 1s not sur- 
prising that the effective state 
power wielded by the National 
Directorate of the FSLN—the 
nine ‘Comandantes’ of the 
revolution—should take on a 
left Bonapartist’ character. 
That is, it rested on and drew 
its strength from the radical- 
ised petit-bourgeois sectors, 
the urban poor and to an in- 
creasing extent throughout 
the 80s, on the middle layers 
of peasant farmers. 
cg 


But despite its relative in- 
dependence from the contend- 
ing classes the regime from its 
very foundations pledged it- 
self to the defence of capitalist 
property relations. The 
Sandinista Comandantes 
emphasised that the bourgeoi- 
sie would be allowed to domi- 
nate the economy, as long as 
they—the FSLN—were left ‘in 
control’ of the state. The Nica- 
raguan bourgeoisie were to 
prove that the left-nationalist 
Sandinista tail was unable to 
wag the capitalist dog. 


Mixed Economy 


The FSLN’s aim was to 
develop a mixed economy 
which was independent of US 
imperialism and was more just 
and equal in its redistribution 
of resources. ‘Patriotic’ capi- 
talists would work for this goal 
and the state sector of the 
mixedeconomy would provide 
the dynamic needed to push 
Nicaragua in the direction of 
a developed and finally ‘so- 
cialist’ future. Above all this 
meant keeping Nicaragua 
right for native private invest- 
ment; and for investment and 
aid from abroad—especially 
from the EEC. Europe was 
already Nicaragua’s most 
important export market, 
taking 28% of its exports in 
1977 compared to USA's 23%. 
The Sandinistas,therefore, 
wished to ‘lean on’ European 
imperialism in freeing them- 
selves from their country’s 
crippling dependence on the 
US. 


Above all this strategy 
meant keeping an alliance 
with the major agrarian capi- 
talists who dominated the 
country’s export sector. The 


celebrate the tenth annuiersary of the revolution in 1989. 


FSLN proceeded to adopt an 
agrarian policy which was 
extremely conciliatory. The big 
capitalists in coffee and cot- 
ton were given enormous in- 
centives to continue and in- 
crease production.These in- 
centives included credit at 
interest rates well below in- 
flation, a generous array of 
subsidies and guaranteed 
prices for export crops. The 
government was to bear the 
burden of any fall in world 
market prices, levy low taxes 
on profits, and lower rents, 
which although aimed at the 
peasants, also benefited the 
big farmers who rented as 
much as 40% of land from 
absentee landowners livingin 
Miami and California. The 
capitalist farmers associa- 
tion—UPANIC—was also 
given a seat on the Council of 
State. 


To maintain this alliance 
and reassure the big farmers, 
any policy of land to the till- 
ers had to be quickly reversed. 
Land seizures by the peas- 
ants were officially discour- 
aged and physically pre- 
vented, and the courts started 
proceedings to reclaim seized 
land. 


But this attempt to harness 
‘patriotic’ capitalists was 
doomed to failure. The big 
farmers proceeded to use the 
state funds to salt away dol- 
larsinto foreign bank accounts 
and sell what they could of the 
moveable capital on the farms. 
By mid-1981 the government 
estimated that over 200,000 
head of cattle had been rustled 
across the Honduran border. 
Slaughter houses were closed 
down and coffee plants ne- 
glected. Lands were left idle. 


Why didthe capitalists turn 
down the profits offered to 
them by the government? For 
a very simple reason which 
exposes the fundamental flaw 
in the FSLN’s utopian project. 
They recognised that the ru- 
ral workers and peasants, 
because of the situation of dual 
power, were no longer open to 
the old intensity of exploita- 
tion. Their hired bands of 
thugs and foremen backed by 
the National Guard could no 
longer suppress the organisa- 
tions of peasants and rural 
workers and force them to 
accept starvation wages. 


Worse, they did not trust 
the Government, or more ac- 
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curately the FSLN, which did 
control the repressive appa- 
ratus. In addition,the rural 
organisations of the FSLN had 
expanded, frightening the 


capitalist farmers and 
apribusness bosses—the spine 
of the Nicaraguan 


bourgeoisie.At local level mili- 
tant rural workers and poor 
peasants demanded further 
land expropriations. The real 
threat of an agrarian revolu- 
tion guaranteed the failure of 
the alliance with the big capi- 
talists. 


Crisis in the 
government 


The fears of the unresolved 
dual power situation and the 
weakness of the bourgeoisie 
in the face of workers’ and 


‘peasants’ struggle led to a 


crisis in the Junta. 


Despite having the major- 
ity of ministers, the disinte- 
gration of the National Guard 
had left the bourgeoisie with 
little leverage over the 
Sandinista People’s Army. 
Though a minority in the 
government, real decision 
making power rested with the 
National Directorate of the 
FSLN, who also headed the 
armed forces. 


Also with the victory of 
Reagan there was a govern- 
ment in the USA committed 
to bringing down the Sandinis- 
tas unless they reconciled 
themselves with the US. In- 
creasingly the bourgeoisie as 
a whole—including the Catho- 
lic Hierarchy—was won over 
to this perspective. 


The year 1981 signalled the 
end of the open popular front 
with the bourgeoisie. From 
this time all the major sec- 
tions of the bourgeoisie openly 
or tacitly supported armed 
counter-revolution to regain 
their control over the state. A 
government of Sandinistas 
without capitalists hadindeed 
come to fruition but the com- 
mitment of the Sandinistas to 
defend the capitalist economy 
continued, defining them as 
still a bourgeois government. 


The 1987 constitution en- 
shrined the defence of the 
“mixed” economy. The right to 
strike had been severely cur- 
tailed from 1982 following a 
wave of strikes in the early 
80s among sugar and textile 


workers. The leaders of such 
actions, members of small left 
organisations critical of the 
FSLN strategy, were jailed 
under the state of emergency 
legislation. The FSLN thus 
consolidated its hold over the 
trade unions, all the better to 
ensure internal stability and 
retain the confidence of local 
capital. 


However, US imperialism 
stepped up the pressure. From 
March 1981 $19 million was 
allocated from the CIA tofund 
the Contras, who also had the 
firm backing of the Catholic 
Hierarchy. This was to became 
hundreds of millions of dol- 
lars over the next few years, 
inflicting massive damage, 
through the Contra invasions, 
on the Nicaraguan economy. 
This forced ever bigger alloca- 
tions from the Sandinistas to 
military budgets combined 
with a savage economic block- 
ade of the US. The Nicara- 
guan economy fell deeper into 
crisis, acrisis paid for increas- 
ingly by the workers and 
peasants. 


Inflation reached 36,000% 
in 1988. Thirty-six devalu- 
ations of the currency ravaged 
the incomes of the masses, 
leading to real wages falling 
by as much as 90% in one year. 
In 1989 the government 
sacked 30,000 ofits own work- 
ers. In that same year it an- 
nounced that land expropria- 
tions, the source of redistrib- 
uted land for the peasants, 
would cease. 


In a_ nutshell’ the 
Sandinista’s chosen  pro- 
gramme could only mean in- 
creasing impoverishment for 
the masses. While the work- 
ers were paying for the crisis 
through austerity, the bour- 
geoisie were recelving mas- 
sive subsidies to “keep pro- 
duction going”—$500 million 
in 1987. Of course it did no 
such thing, preferring to spirit 
its dollars out of the country 
as fast as it received them. 


The FSLN’s programme of 
austerity complemented their 
policy of compromise abroad. 
The Arias or Central Ameri- 
can Peace Plan largely con- 
sisted of a series of conces- 
sions by the Sandinistas. They 
promised to cease aiding the 
FLMN in El Salvador, to re- 
lease the hated Somoza na- 
tional guards imprisoned for 
their atrocities, to “re-inte- 
grate” the Contras into na- 
tional life by providing land 
and work for these killers, and 
allowing the bourgeois oppo- 
sition to freely produce its US 
financed newspapers. All this 
was done, on the promise that 
the Contras would be demobi- 
lised. 

The FSLN loyally fulfilled 
its part of the agreements. At 
the Central American presi- 
dential Summit at San Josein 
December 1989, Ortega duti- 
fully declared his support for 
El Salvador’s ARENA presi- 
dent, Christiani, in the face of 
FMLN insurrection, calling on 
the FMLN to cease hostilities 
forthwith. Block releases of 
National Guard and Contra 
prisoners reduced the num- 
ber held from 3,500 in 1986 to 
1,500 in 1989. 


The US government in re- 
turn didits best to subvert the 
agreement! An estimated 
4,000 Contra troops left their 
bases in Honduras in August 
and September last year, tak- 
ing advantage of a unilater- 
ally declared ceasefire by the 
FSLN, to launch a campaign 
to disrupt voter registration. 
The US administration con- 


tinued to provide its “non-le- 
thal” aid to these troops in- 
side Nicaragua. Over fifty 
militia and FSLN troops were 
to be killed before the Nicara- 
guan government declared the 
ceasefire at an endin October. 


The bourgeois leaders of the 
UNO made the most of their 
elections. Without US money, 
to the tune of at least $5 mil- 
lion, without Chamorro’s 
mouthpiece, the daily La 
Prensa, produced courtesy of 
USA Incorporated, without 
the backing of the catholic 
hierarchy, without the mas- 
sive propaganda barrage di- 
rected from outside, the bosses 
and their electoral coalition 
would have been reduced to 
what they really are, a tiny 
minority in society. 


Precarious Coalition 


Will the UNO be able to 
immediately roll back the 
remaining gains of the 1979 
revolution? The extreme right 
within the revolution would 
certainly like todoso. Its goals 
are to give back to the land- 
lords the land given to the 
peasants, to restore the un- 
trammelled rule of the capi- 
talists in the factories, to de- 
stroy the rights won by the 
trade unions and to dismantle 
the welfare system estab- 
lished by the Sandinistas. 


But UNO has to be careful. 
Sucha broad coalition stretch- 
ing from “Contras” to “Com- 
munists” could easily frag- 
ment, leaving the Sandinis- 
tas the biggest bloc in the 
assembly. 


In opposition the Sandinis- 
tas will try to refurbish their 
“revolutionary” image. 
Though it cannot be ruled out 
that the FSLN itself might 
split over the question of ced- 
ing power to UNO, Thomas 
Borge was quoted, before the 
results were in, as saying that 
the Sandinista army will not 
give up power to a UNO gov- 
ernment. Whether or not this 
leads to armed conflict it is 
likely that the UNO victory 
will open up a period of defen- 
sive struggles by the working 
class and poor peasants to 
preserve the gains of the revo- 
lution. 


For too long most sections 
of the international left have 
acted as uncritical cheerlead- 
ers for Ortega and his regime. 
They have greeted every new 
concession to imperialism as 
a clever gambit to gain time 
“for the revolution.” The les- 
sons of Nicaragua are stark 
and clear. 


Revolutions against impe- 
rialism cannot triumph except 
as workers’ revolutions 
against capitalism. There is 
no “third way” between capi- 
talism and revolutionary 
communism, that can survive 
in a world dominated by im- 
périalism. 

In the struggles ahead it is 
vital that this truth is put 
squarely before the masses. 
To defeat the likely UNO capi- 
talist offensive, to smash the 
still armed “Contras”, to over- 
come the setback suffered in 
these elections the masses of 
Nicaragua must set as their 
goal not only the struggle 
against imperialism, but the 
destruction of capitalism it- 
self, not justin Nicaragua but 
throughout Central and Latin 
America. Only a Trotskyist 
party organising militants for 
these aims can mobilise the 
masses to put Bush, Cham- 
orro & Co. into retreat. 








THE WORKERS PARTY — 


A Bogus Debate 


he news that Eoghan 
T Harris, leading Work- 
ers Party intellectual 
has been expelled and 
another leading member, 
Eamon Smullen, demoted 
is part of the fallout from 
the collapse of Stalinism 
in Eastern Europe. 


The present Workers Party 
had its origins in a struggle 
inside the republican move- 
ment of the ’60s—a struggle 
whose ideological leaders were 
trained in the school of Brit- 
ish Stalinism. The republican 
movement split in 1971 over 
the way to take the struggle of 
the anti-unionist masses for- 
ward and the Official Sinn 
Féin was born. By 1973 the 
Official republicans had aban- 
doned the national struggle. 


They abandoned their eco- 
nomic nationalism after the 
massive pro-EEC referendum 
vote in the same year, coming 
into bitter conflict as a result 
with their Stalinist twin, the 
CPI. The Officials believed in 
economic development 
through co-operation with 
international capitalism, but 
they shared the CP’s perspec- 
tive of a world where the exis- 
tence of the USSR would 
guarantee a peaceful road to 
socialism everywhere. On the 
national struggle against 
Britain they are pro-imperi- 
alist whereas the CPI argues 
a pacifist and reformist na- 
tionalism. 


The ‘Officials’ developed in 
the working class as a re- 
formist party based on white 
collar workers, petit-borgeois 
strata and elements of union 
bureaucracy. While ‘Sinn Fein 
The Workers Party’, as they 
became, were actively associ- 
ated with the massive tax 
marches of ’79 and ’80, the 
first winds of significant elec- 
toral support in the early ’80s 
turned them into a full-blown 
parliamentary-opportunist 
party, distancing itself from 
workers’ action. 


But their growth as a re- 
formist partyin no way meant 
that they ceased to be Stalin- 
ist. In the workers’ movement 
their method is to capture 
bureaucratic union positions 


| andthe repudiate the tactic of 





building independent organ- 
isiations of the rank and file. 


Their Stalinist policies stood 
out even more clearly in their 
positions on the USSR andits 
satellites. In a series of ar- 
ticles in the United Irishman 
in 1975 they heaped praise on 
these vile tyrannies, the most 
unstinted praise of all being 
bestowed on Romania. 


...Llhe Romanian people 
have been building a new 
democratic life — a life of 
freedom and justice for the 
workers and farmers who 
own and control all the 
means of producing wealth 
in Romania. 


East Germany was de- 
scribed as a: 
...a@ soctalist country in 
which the working people 
. own and control all 
wealth, 


Hungary was 


...a modern industrial 
country which guarantees 
a secure life and a continu- 
ally increasing standard 
of living for its citizens. 


Poland was: 


...well on the way to be- 
coming a very wealthy, 
technically advanced, so- 
cialist society. 


As to the revolts against 
Stalinist tyranny in Eastern 
Europe since the war, from 
the East German workers 
insurrection of 1953 to the 
massrevoltin Poland in 1980- 
82, the Workers Party and its 
predecessors slavishly took 
the side of the Kremlin bu- 


reaucracy. 


But now the Workers Party 
has done a complete about- 
turn on these positions. Fur- 
ther, it has done this without 
any real analysis of the rea- 
son why it held its prior posi- 
tions or so suddenly replaced 
them. 


The reasons for this are not 
hard to detect. At home it is 
due to the relative success so 
far of its electoral opportun- 
ism. Abroad it is due to the 
emergence of Gorbachev in the 
USSR and the revolutionary 
upsurges in Eastern Europe 
and China. 


In the wake of these events 

the Workers Party could 

only save itself from asso- 
ciation with its past by ac- 
tively embracing some speicies 
of social democratic politics. 


If the victory of Pronsias de 
Rossa in the presidential con- 
test within the party marked 
the ascendancy of this turn, 
de Rossa’s speech at the Ard 
Fheisgaveita first clear public 
expression. Its keynote was 
that anything that the bour- 
geois ballot box didn’t endorse 
would have to be excised from 
the programme of “socialists”: 


Democracy and socialism 
areone. That means ademo- 
cratic socialist government 
must do the will of the people. 
In economic terms tt is clear 
that the people of this coun- 
try do not at this time want 
public ownership of the 
means of production. They 
want a market system. ...1f 
that is what they want we 
will not stand in their way. 


Deeply unstable petit-bour- 
geois elements like Harris, 
who played no small part in 
pushing de Rossa in the direc- 
tion of social democracy were 
in turn given free rein to jetti- 
son even the shibboleths of 
“socialism” still paraded by de 
Rossa. 


Harris drew the lesson that 
everything was up for grabs, 
finally culminating in the re- 
lease of his Necessity for So- 
cial Democracy. for which he 
was expelled and for which 
Smullen was demoted. 


Harris’ document is one of 
the most foul products of the 
stench-filled Irish Stalinist 
stable. It totally rejects any 
meaning for left politics, iden- 
tifying the word left with Aids. 
It rejects the labour theory of 
value, substitutes the individ- 
ual conscience for the class 
struggle as the motor of his- 
tory, sings hymns of praise to 
capitalist entrepreneurs, at- 
tempts to reduce Marx to a 
revolutionary democrat, 
deems Lenin to be a tragic 
aberration of Marxism and 
disgustingly slanders 
Trotskyists as often as it at- 
tacks the suffering unem- 
ployed as “dole spongers”. Itis 


Pop Marxism 


"When first developed in the 
'40s the theory (state capital- 
ism) represented a clear break 
from the tradition of both Stal- 
inism and orthodox Trotskyism. 
The theory wasn’t derived from 
an academic analysis of ab- 
stract concepts. On the con- 
trary, it arose from a considera- 
tion of the simple observable 
facts of the nature of the East- 
ern Bloc states." (Socialist 
Worker, March 1990). 


LEADING SWMer, Eamonn 
McCann, once more provided 
graphic evidence that he knows 
nothing about Marxist eco- 
nomic theory and cares even 
less. In an article brimming 


with the kind of smugness only 
an intellectual can muster, the 
pop star of Irish Marxism ar 
gued that events in Eastern 
Europe confirm the SWM’s 
theory of state capitalism. 


Mc Cann, of course, is aware 
that when Marx confronted the 
theories of bourgeois political 
economy in the nineteenth 
century he made the observa- 
tion about the nature of sct 
ence against vulgar material 
ists and empiricists who, like 
Mc Cann, believe that facts 
speak for themselves—"lf 
appearances were essences, 
there would be no need for 
science”. Marx was rejecting 


claims that what we see in the 
operation of the market —"the 
simple observable facts”— 
proved capital and labour 
equally benefited as factors in 
production and that there was 
no exploitation. 


Marx pointed out that it is 
necessary to look beneath the 
surface of the appearance. To 
do so he needed to develop a 
whole number of abstract con- 
cepts to analyse just how 
workers were exploited under 
capitalism. 


Abstract labour, concrete 
labour, use value, exchange 
value, surplus value, the conr 





the product of a deranged 
egolsm. 


Itis, therefore, ironical that 
we now see de Rossa & Co. 


attempting to salvage some- | 


thing from Harris’ assault. 

This they attempt to do in 

Making Sense , No. 15: 
Do we see the right moving 
to the centre? It makes no 
sense to declare that the 
left is dead... while there 
is a Right there will be a 
Left. Dialectics, remember? 


This is not to dismiss social 
democracy out of hand but 
which ‘social democracy’ is 
being proposed? 


So, the issue for de Rossa & 
Co. is merely which kind of 
social democracy the Workers 
Party should adopt. 


But the issue facing the 
working class and the op- 
pressed worldwide is not 
which kind of social democ- 
racy to choose. All species of 
social democracy differ only 
in degree, not kind. All have 


shown themselves again and — 


again throughout the twienti- 
eth century to be, to use 
Lenin’s description—”bour- 
geois workers parties’—wed- 


ded to the capitalist order in | 


programme and leadership 


butbased on the working class. | 


They are the labour lieuten- 
ants of capital. 


All forms of Social Democ- 
racy since 1917 have been 
counter revolutionary as 
countless historical examples 
attest from the German Spart- 
acist rising in 1919, bloodily 
suppressed by the leaders of 
Social Democracy to the Chil- 
ean social democracy whose 
counter revolutionary leader- 
shipledthe working class once 
again in our times into the 
concentration camps ef Pino- 


chet. 


Irrespective of which spe- 
cies of social democracy the de 
Rossa-led Workers Party em- 
braces, they can offer nothing 
but betrayal to the working 
class and the oppressed in Ire- 
land. 


To those sincere militants 
within it who are not per- 
suaded that their party can- 
not be rescued for socialism, 
let them test its commitment 
to the working class by de- 
manding that it use its parlia- 


mentary and trade union plat- 


forms to fight for active 
mobilisations against wage 
restraint, trade union collabo- 
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OUR PROGRAMME 


Why Revolution? 


The notion that the class 
struggle has become outdated 
or irrelevant in the twentieth 


| century is everywhere champ? 
|} oned by the enemies of the 


working class. Nothing could 
be further from the truth. 


This idea is not even a new 
one. It was first put forward by 
contemporaries of Marx. Un- 
der the influence of a period of 


| industrial boom and prosper 


ity, they argued that crises were 
becoming a thing of the past 


| and that bourgeois democracy 
| made it possible to peacefully 


reform capitalism out of exis- 
tence. 


Notwithstanding unprece- 
dented growth of the produc- 
tive forces expressed in mas- 
sive strides forward in science 
and technology and in the 
growth of a multi-millioned 


| world proletariat, the twenti? 


eth century has also been 
marked by successive bouts of 
economic crises, wars and revo- 
lutions. 


Capitalist inroads into one 
country after another have 
created a global economy. Yet 
this very process of integration 
has produced profound differ 
ences among separate nation 
states. Each is compelled to 
periodically enter into conflict 
to re-assert its specific inter 
ests. On two occasions this 


| century the contradictions 


lodged within intemational and 
class relations detonated hor 
rific world wars. 


The workers and peasants of 
Russia took advantage of the 
turmoil caused by the first world 
war to create a workers state 
in 1917. Unfortunately, the 
backwardness and interna- 


| tional isolation of the young 


ration with the bosses, priva- 


tisations and the cuts! We are 
confident that it will refuse! 


modity, exploitation were all 
abstract concepts in Marx's 


der to grasp the “grubby real- 
ity” of the capitalist mode of 
production. Without such con 
cepts theory is impossible and 
scientific understanding from 
which communist political 
activity flows is impossible. 
lronically for McCann, the 
mass of workers make the 
mistaken but ‘simple observa- 
tion’ that the Eastern Bloc is 
actually socialist! Nothing 
could better underline the ut- 


state capitalism than the words 
of Mc Cann. 


| rea, 
scientific investigation in or-— 


Soviet regime became a start- 
ing point for bureaucratic de- 
generation led by the forces of 
Stalinism. 


in the aftermath of the Rus- 
sian revolution, a series of 
revolutionary convulsions 


| swept the globe. The defeat of 


these enabled the imperialist 
bourgeoisie to achieve a stabi 


| lization of sorts. But this was 


temporary. The fight to re-carve 
the world among themselves 
continued, ultimately ending in 
another world holocause in 
1939. 


The USA emerged from the 
camage as the dominant world 
power. It subordinated to itself 
France, Britain, Germany and 
Japan. A re-structuring of the 
world economy in US interests 
was policed by its agents in 
institutions like the IMF and 
the World Bank The gradual 
dissolution of the old colonial 
empires opened up fresh mar 
kets for penetration by US 


monopoly capital. 


This new worls “order”, 
however, was achieved at the 
cost of violently imposing on 
the East European masses 
regimes modelled on the 


| USSR—over the heads of the 
| workers, and robbing them of 


political power. Similarly, revo- 
lutionary upsurges of the 
masses were later aborted by 
Stalinism in China, North Ko- 
Vietnam and Cuba, 
creating degenerate workers’ 


| states. 


Both superpowers staked out 
their respective positions on 
the international chessboard 
in the “cold war” period. Pro- 
found shifts in the balance of 
power were mirrored politically 
by the eruption of national lib- 


| eration struggles in the “third 


world”. 


Colonies and semié-colonies 
manoeuvred to win the favour 
of one or other camp. Economic 


| assistance was frequently 
ter bankruptcy of the theory of | 


traded for a nominal independ 
ence that reduced the so-called 
“developing” nations to the 
status of pawns. 


The massive export of US 
capital in the 1950s and ’60s 


laid the basis for a period of | 


relative growth and stability. 
This was an uneven process. 


Each spurt forward in boom | 
conditions was followed by | 
stagnation and crisis. Newly | 


industrializing nations who 
borrowed massively in the 
1970s to “catch up” soon found 
themselves crucified by 
enormous debt repayments. 


In these conditions of lop- 


sided development most semi- 


colonial regimes have not been | 


able to sustain even a bour- 
geois-democratic facade. They 
have alternated a succession 
of civilian and military regimes 
dedicated to protecting the 
interests of foreign capital. 


it remains the case that a 
handful of imperialist powers 
maintain their privileged posi- 
tion at the expense of the 
underdevelopment of the “third 
world”. Under capitalism, the 
one is inevitably the corollary 
of the other. Production for the 
sake of profit is the motor force 
that drives competition and 


accumulation. Thisignoresthe | 


vital needs of ordinary people 
and condemns them to insecu- 


rity and poverty. So while capi- | 


talism in theory has an infinite 
possibility of expansive growth, 
in practice it is fettered by the 
intemal contradictions which 
tear it apart e.g. competition, 
the anarchy of the market, 
national barriers etc. 


The ending of the long boom 
in the early '70s signified the 
decline of the global power of 
American imperialism vis a vis 
the other imperialist powers, 
especially Japan and the EC. It 
once more demonstrated that 
capitalism is a crisis-ridden 
system forcing the bourgeoisie 
across the world to step up its 
attack on the working class 
and the poor. Hunger and star- 
vation are the lot of two-thirds 
of the masses in the capitalist- 
ruled semi-colonial worid. Even 
in the so-called ‘affluent’ counr- 
tries umemployment, home- 


lessness and deprivation are 


rampant. 

The objective conditions for 
smashing capitalism, there- 
fore, remain stronger than ever 


before. What has stood in our | 


way for the last 70 years has 
been the spineless leadership 
of the working class (Stalinism 
and Social Democracy) who, 
through their class collabora- 
tionist policies, have helped 
the enemy back onto Its feet 


after every blow struck by the 


downtrodden of this world. The 
blood-soaked regimes of Stal- 
inism are now in their death 


agony. The street battles of 


Eastern Europe are a powerful 


demonstration of how the slum | 
bering giant of the oppressed | 


masses can move into action. 
They show that it those who 
believe in revolution who are 
the realists. 


Revolutionaries today must 
pit themselves against the 
sceptics and misleaders of the 
working class. We must com- 
bat what Lenin called “the faint 
hearted whimpering” of those 
who. collapse in the aftermath 
of every setback. 


Our task is to propagate tire- 
lessly the idea of revolution 


and to prepare the workers for 
it— for the inevitable day of 


reckoning when we will settle | 


our accounts with capitalism 
and Stalinism once and for all. 


Despite all the new illusions 
about the “end of the cold war’, 
never has there been a greater 
possibility for global destruc- 
tion resulting from the contra- 
dictions within the capitalist 


world order. The continued ex- 
istence of humanity itself will | 


depend on the successful pro- | 


letarian revolution to create a 
socialist world. 
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For an Independent 
Workers’ State 


ithuania’s member- 
[sip of the USSR was 

never a voluntary or 
happy marriage. Along 
with the other Baltic re- 
publics, Estonia and Lat- 
via, it was dragged to the 
altarin 1940.Asa result of 
a deal between Hitler and 
Stalin they were all an- 
nexed by the Soviet Un- 
ion. 


Glasnost after 1987 pro- 
moted the growth of various 
popular fronts in the Repub- 
lics aspiring to fight for na- 
tional rights, but the com- 
plete collapse of Stalinism in 
Eastern Europe in 1989 has 
encouraged nationalist lead- 
ers to organise for full inde- 
pendence and _ secession. 
Lithuania has taken the 
lead because of its massive 
non-Russian majority. The 
hostile response of Gor- 
bachev, however, indicates 
that he does not view the 
breakup of the USSR in the 
same way as events in East- 
ern Europe. He is prepared 
to tolerate a degree of auton- 
omy, even secession, for 
some of the Soviet Repub- 
lics, but strictly on his terms. 


The new law he is prepar- 
ing on mechanisms of seces- 
sion requires a five-year 
cooling off period and still 
has to be agreed by the whole 
parliament. Gorbachev has 
used his newly acquired 
presidential powers to try 
and intimidate the Lithu- 
anians into submission. 
Troop manoeuvres inside 
and around the capital 
Vilnius, increased KGB 
presence on the border, ex- 
pelling foreign diplomats, 
confiscating arms, and 
forcefully arresting Lithu- 
anians who deserted from 
the Soviet Armed Forces, all 
these measures have been 
used by a man who promised 
that force would not be used. 
There are an_ estimated 
20,000 Soviet troops in 
Lithuania already and 2,000 
additional paratroopers 
have been sent since inde- 
pendence was declared. 


The imperialists have 
been shown up as real hypo- 
crites on the issue. National 
independence and _ self-de- 
termination is something 
they espouse only when it 
suits them. The USA never 
accepted the Baltic states as 
part of the USSR after 1939. 
But Bush has refused to rec- 
ognise an independent Re- 





A Lithuanian citizens in dispute with a Soviet army officer. 


public of Lithuania. One US 
official said that to do so 
would be “putting a stake in 
Gorbachevs eye’—not a 
thing Bush wanted to do as 
he valued their collaboration. 
These imperialigfs have 
urged moderation on both 
sides. Bush fears that the use 
of force would provoke resis- 
tance from the Baltic work- 
ers and obstruct the way toa 
negotiated settlement with 
the aspiring bourgeoisie of 
these states. 


Recognition 


The Lithuanian people 
have clearly expressed their 
wish to leave the Soviet Un- 
ion. We believe that they 
have the right to carry this 
wish into action. Workers 
throughout the USSR, espe- 
cially the majority Russian 
workers, should support 
them and demand that Gor- 
bachev withdraw his troops 
and immediately recognise 
the independent state. 


But revolutionaries do not 
want to see the breakup of 
the Soviet Union into sepa- 
rate states. We recognise that 
the fullest development of 
the productive forces to meet 
human needis best done with 
the largest possible unitary 
state provided that the bu- 
reaucracy is overthrown. 
Moreover, the unity of the 
working class across na- 
tional, ethnic and republic 
boundaries is the prerequi- 
site for the building of social- 
ism. The working class is not 
a nation-builder, and nation- 
alism as an ideology of the 
bourgeoisie only serves to di- 
vide the working class. But 
the nationalism of the op- 
pressed cannot be wished 
away so long as the oppres- 
sion exists. Calls for unity of 
the working class will fall on 
deaf ears if they are ad- 


dressed to workers who feel 
that their national rights are 
being trampled on by another 
nation. They will be particu- 
larly hard of hearing if the 
calls for workers’ unity come 
from the very nation that is 
seen as the oppressor. 


It was an understanding of 
this reality which led Lenin 
to support the right of na- 
tions to self-determination, 
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including secession, in the 
early days of the Soviet State. 
Lenin correctly argued that 
the new Soviet state in Rus- 
sia had to grant every pos- 
sible freedom to these nation- 
alities such as the Georgians 
which had previously been 
subordinated to Great Rus- 
sia in the days of the Tsar. It 
was the duty of every Rus- 
sian worker to support the 
oppressed nationalities, even 
if this amounted to them 
leaving the Soviet Federa- 
tion and establishing inde- 
pendent bourgeois states. 
Trotsky re-affirmed this ap- 


' proach to the nationalities in 
| the context of the degener- 
_ ated workers’ state in the late 


1930s. In opposition to the 
Stalinist bureaucracy, 
Trotsky fully supported the 
struggle of the Ukrainian 
masses for self-determina- 
tion. He advocated an inde- 
pendent soviet Ukraine as 
the form of this self-determi- 
nation, dismissing those who 
preached abstract class unity 
as sectarian muddle-heads. 


Today within the degener- 
ate workers states the bu- 
reaucracy continues to foster 
and manipulate national di- 
visions in an attempt to di- 
vide working class opposition 
to themselves. It is not suffi- 
cient for us to point out these 
bureaucratic tactics and call 
for workers to unite in oppo- 
sition to a common enemy 1n 
the Kremlin. It is necessary 
to relate to the prevailing 
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consciousness and activity of 
the working class. We can’t 
ignore the national question 
and wish it would not con- 
fuse the anti-bureaucratic 
struggle. 


The future for 
Lithuania 


Of course, small states like 
Lithuania will never be truly 
independent. Lithuania is 
currently dependent on the 
USSR for much of its raw 
materials and energy sup- 
plies. One bureaucrat from 
the state planning commit- 
tee in Moscow remarked— 
“If they want to be independ- 
ent then real life will begin. 
No-one’s going to sell them 
oil for thirty little roubles a 
ton”. But this is not an argu- 
ment for obstructing the 
right of the Lithuanian 
people to determine their 
own destiny. 


The leaders of Sajudis, the 
nationalist movement in 
Lithuania, are in favour of 
independence to pursue the 
rapid introduction of the 
market. They aim to restore 
capitalism. Does this mean 
that workers should oppose 
independence? No. The 
masses have shown through 
petitions, through the elec- 
tion and through participat- 
ing in their thousands in 
demonstrations that they 
wish to be independent. The 
key task nowis tofightfor an 
independent Lithuanian 


S.Africa: Revolution 
Not Negotiation! 


NELSON MANDELA is walking 
a political tightrope. To the 
right stand hardline confronta- 
tionist elements who feel 
threatened by the South Afri- 
can government’s’ reform 
strategy. 


To his left lies the spectre of 
township violence which has 
swept South Africa since his 
release. Black youth, deprived 
of education, jobs and hope 
are leading the renewed cant 
paign of resistance. 


It is estimated that 400 
people have been killed in the 
last two months alone. Pre- 
dictably, local vigilante 
groups have sprung up. “I 
want to stress that we are to- 
tally apolitical”, said the 
leader of one such group. 
“Anyone can join so long as 
they are white”. 


In the Sebokengs district 
nine people were gunned 
down during a peaceful pro- 
test organised by local com- 
munity and union groups. 
What has been the response 
of the ANC? Walter Sisulu 
stated that the violence would 
not threaten upcoming nego- 
tiations with the government. 


The ANC has made no move to 
avenge these deaths. It has 
given no lead to those fighting 
state repression. Since Its for- 
mation the ANC has held to a 
strategy of forcing the regime 
into a negotiated deal. While 
its methods have varied cor- 
siderably (diplomatic activity, 
mass action, guerilla war) its 
underlying assumption, that 
the government can be pres- 
surized into backing down, 
has not. 


In an attempt to broaden its 
base, ANC has been busily 
courting the loyalties of the 
divided black population. In 
the strife-torn region of Natal 
3,000 people have been killed 
over the last five years in 
clashes with the collaborating 
Inkatha movement. Mandela 
called on the protagonists to 
“throw your arms into the 
sea”. 


The ANC is preparing the 
working class for an ‘negoti- 
ated settlement’ that will in- 
evitably fall far short of their 
expectations, leaving power 
firmly in the hands of the white 
capitalist parties for the 
forseeable future. 


The de Klerk regime’s 
change in tactics towards a 
policy of reform is not the re- 
sult of any road to Damascus 
conversion. Harsh economic 
realities account for this shift 
in gear. The South African 
economy is in deep trouble. It 
is suffering from a crisis of 
profitability. If de Klerk is to 
succeed in imposing an aus- 
terity package, he deperately 
needs the acquiescence, if 
not the outright support of the 
black leadership, in order to 
keep a lid on explosive town- 
ship developments. 


But there is a further rea- 
son. The super-exploitation of 
the black masses down the 
years has led to the growth of 
a huge black working class 
and to the emergence of a 
black bourgeoisie. The econ- 
omy needs a more integrated 
labour force. Even the police 
and the army depend increas- 
ingly on blacks to fill their 
ranks. Reform of the apartheid 
system is now essential to the 
smooth running of the engine. 
The Economist magazine—no 
friend of the working class— 
tells us why: “... because the 
govemment realises that the 


Struggle 


Workers State. 


Workers must be broken 
away from the nationalist 
leaders who want independ- 
ence so that they can exploit 
the workers through the res- 
toration of capitalism. They 
will reward workers for their 
sacrifices by the imposition of 
price rises, job losses and cuts 
in social provision. Lithu- 
anian workers who want in- 
dependence must fight for 
their own direct democracy of 
workers councils. 


They must defend the na- 
tionalised property against 
the re-introduction of private 
ownership and the market 
and draw up their own plan 
for production to meet their 
needs. With this programme, 
the national struggle can be 
turned into a successful po- 
litical revolution against the 
Moscow and the Vilnius bu- 
reaucracy and prevent the 
counter-revolution planned 
by the pro-capitalist nation- 
alist leaders. 


Ahealthy workers’ state in 
Lithuania would certainly be 
isolated and attacked from all 
sides, but it would also act as 
a beacon for all workers in the 
other Republics and the 
USSR. Spreading the politi- 
cal revolution throughout the 
USSR and Eastern Europe 
would provide for a new fed- 
eration of workers’ states in 
which all nationalities would 
be guaranteed their right to 
self-determination. @ 


black bourgeoisie needs to 
organise their own affairs if 
they are to do business in an 
orderly fashion.” 


But there can be no solution 
to the problems of the black 
majority via a negotiated set- 
tlement. Whatever about al- 
lowing for one person, one 
vote, the white elite are in no 
mood to concede majority 
rule. To do so would be eco- 
nomic suicide for their class. 
The so-called “talks about 
talks” will revolve around the 
murky business of deciding 
just how weighted the white 
political veto will be. 


Cosmetic tinkering with the 
apartheid system won't guar- 
antee social justice or peace. 
The masses—as always run- 
ning ahead of their cautious 
leaders—know this full well. 
The protestors in Sebokengs 
came onto the streets to dent 
onstrate over high rents, ris- 
ing prices, starvation wages, 
poor education and health fa- 
cilities as well as the denial of 
their democratic rights. 


As it becomes increasing 
clear that the proposed settle- 
ment will not solve any of 
these problems revolutionar- 
ies must argue for the need to 
make the South African revo- 
lution permanent. It must not 
be stopped short now so that 
the black bourgeoisie can 
carve out a comfortable niche 
for itself alongside the imperi- 
alist oppressors. 











